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MATTER GOF: Steenmeyer Corporation

DIGEST:;

GAO finds that the bldder is not entitled
to a post-bid operning adjustment to its
bid price and that th:? bidder's request
constitutes the bidder's refusal to extend
its bid acceptance period and renders the
bidder ineligible for award, Therefore,
GAO will not consider the merits of the
protest because the protest has hecome
academic and no useful purpose would be
served,

Steenmeyer Corporation protests the Army's
determipation to make award to Steenmeyer based only
on the base items of invitation for bids (IFB) No. DACA85~
81~B~0045 issued by the Army for modernization of bath-
rooms in military housing at Fort Wainwright, Alaska.
We dismiss the protest.

Steenmeyer's bid for the base items (124 units)
and the four additive items (244 units) was the low
bid, The Army notified Steenmeyer that the award wnuld
he made for the base items only. Steenmeyer refused to
accept award for any quantity less than the total amnunt,
contending that the Army was obligated to make award ifor
both the base and additive items. Later, the Army
raescinded the notice of award and canceled the IFB.

In response to Steenmeyer's protest, the Army
explained its justification for the action taken., 1In
reply, Steenmeyer notes that since its suppliers and
subcontractors will not stand by their quotes, which
formed the basis of Stecnmeyer's bid price, Steenmeyer
requpsts an adjustment to its bid price to compensate
for lts increased costs,

hteenmeyer's request for a price adjustment

presents the threshold question of whether, in these
circumstances, the firm is entitled to request an
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increase in its bid price after hid opening and still
be eligible for awavd on the bazis of its ariginal bid,
We find that Steenmeyer {s not epntitled to increase

its bid price and remain eligible for award,

In our view, Pteenmey r's requezt for an adjustment
constitutes Steenmeyer's retisal to Keep its bid avall-
able for acceptance by the Goverpment without adjustment,
In effect, Steenmeyer has . bandoned its original bid,
Therefore, the merits of Steenmeyer's protest became
academin, Thus, no useful purpose would bs served by
our Office ruling on Steenmeyer's protest,

Protest denied in part end dismissed in part.
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